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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 8/19/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

A. Rejection of Independent Claims 23 and 24 Under 35 USC $103 

In the Office Action, independent claims 23 an 24 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as unpatentable over U.S. Publication No. 2004/0005889 ("Shanahan") in view of 
U.S. Publication No. 2002/1023336 ("Kamada") and further in view of U.S. Publication 
No. 2002/0123342 ("Lehaff) and further in view of U.S. Publication No. 2004/0121818 
("Paakkonen"). The Office Action relies primarily on Shanahan as teaching the elements 
of the claims and states that the combination of Shanahan with Kamada, Lehaff and 
Paakkonen would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art. 
As set forth in MPEP § 2143, in KSR International Co. v. Teleflex Inc., 550 U.S. ~, 127 
S. Ct. 1727, 82 USPQ2d 1385, 1395-97 (2007) the Supreme Court identified a number of 
rationales to support a conclusion of obviousness which are consistent with the proper 
"functional approach" to the determination of obviousness as laid down in Graham v. 
John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 (1966). The key to supporting any rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
103 is the clear articulation of the reason(s) why the claimed invention would have been 
obvious. The KSR Court noted that the analysis supporting a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
103 should be made explicit. 

In the office action, Shanahan is cited as disclosing a wireless toolkit server that is 
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communicatively coupled with a first network and a second network. Paragraphs 23 and 
34 are cited in support of this assertion. This interpretation of Shanahan is incorrect. The 
cited paragraphs merely disclose alternative types of communication links that can be 
employed under Shanahan. While these alternative types of communication links include 
several types of network interface links and wireless communication links, nowhere does 
Shanahan disclose that the toolkit server is communicatively coupled with a wireless 
device via a first network and communicatively coupled with a network enabled device 
via a second network as required by claim 23 and amended claim 24 For example, the 
figures associated with the cited paragraphs do not show a toolkit sever coupled with 
separate devices via two separate networks. 

To the contrary, Shanahan discloses a single device programmer (its analog to the 
wireless toolkit server) that is connected via interface links to a programmable device (its 
analog to the wireless device) and the source content (its analog to the data storage area). 
Shanahan discloses that the content can come from a network (e.g., the Internet) but 
nowhere does Shanahan disclose two separate devices accessing the same portion of the 
wireless toolkit server data storage area that is reserved for the wireless communication 
device as required by claim 23 and amended claim 24. 

a. However, The Examiner respectfully disagree. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would recognize from Shanahan that the links discussed are associated with Networks 
which is furthermore notoriously well-known in the art. Consider for example The 
Internet represents a plurality of public and private networks as well as cellular telephone 
links as noted in at least paragraphs 0023. 
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2. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and/« re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 
In this case, Paragraph 0002 of Lehaff provides motivation as noted in the previous rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 23-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shanahan 
2004/0005880 Al in view of Kamada US 2002/0123336 Al and further in view of Lehaff et al. 
Pub. No.: US 2002/0123342 Al and further in view of Paakkonen US Patent No.: 2004/0121818 
Al 
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Consider claims 23 and 24, Shanahan teaches a wireless connectivity toolkit system, 
comprising: a wireless connectivity toolkit server having a data storage area and a plurality of 
utility programs (i.e., see at least figure 1 and paragraphs 0021-0025), the toolkit server 
communicatively coupled with a first network and a second network (i.e., see paragraph 0023 
and 0034), wherein the first network is a wireless communication network and the second 
network is a public network (i.e., see paragraph 0023 and 0034); a wireless communication 
device communicatively coupled with the wireless connectivity toolkit server via the first 
network(i.e., see paragraph 0023 and 0034), wherein the wireless communication device 
establishes a session with the wireless connectivity toolkit server over the first network(i.e., see 
at least figure 1 and paragraphs 0021-0025, and 0034), the session allowing execution of the 
utility programs and access to a portion of the data storage area for the wireless communication 
device(i.e., see also paragraphs 0025, 0030,0038,0039,0042,0046,0061); and a network enabled 
device communicatively coupled with the wireless connectivity toolkit server via the second 
network(i.e., see at least figure 1 and paragraphs 0021-0025, and 0034), wherein the network 
enabled device establishes a session with the wireless connectivity toolkit server over the second 
network(i.e., see at least figure 1 and paragraphs 0021-0025, and 0034), the session allowing 
access to a portion of the data storage area for the wireless communication device(i.e., see at 
least figure 1 and paragraphs 0021-0025, and 0034). 

However, Shanahan does not specifically teach a reserved data storage area for the 
wireless communication device for uploading and downloading of files. The utility programs 
comprising a plurality of discrete computer programs managed by an administrator program that 
allows a single user interface to the plurality of discrete computer programs, the administrative 
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computer program allowing operation of a first of the discrete computer programs which enables 
access and allowing operation of a second of the discrete computer programs which enables 
access. 

In analogous art, Kamada teaches a reserved data storage area for the wireless 
communication device (i.e., see at least paragraph 0081). The utility programs comprising a 
plurality of discrete computer programs managed by an administrator program that allows a 
single user interface to the plurality of discrete computer programs, the administrative computer 
program allowing operation of a first of the discrete computer programs which enables access 
and allowing operation of a second of the discrete computer programs which enables access (i.e., 
the ability the upload and download executable programs)(see the problem being solved in 
paragraph 0003). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Shanahan to include a reserved data storage area for the 
wireless communication device and the utility programs comprising a plurality of discrete 
computer programs managed by an administrator program that allows a single user interface to 
the plurality of discrete computer programs, the administrative computer program allowing 
operation of a first of the discrete computer programs which enables access and allowing 
operation of a second of the discrete computer programs which enables access for the purpose of 
improving upon the limited storage capacity as taught by Kamada in paragraph 0001. 

However, Shanahan in view of Kamada does not specifically point out wherein the server 
is communicatively coupled to a first network and a second network, wherein the first network is 
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a wireless communication network and the second network is different from the first network 
and is a public network. 

In analogous art, Lehaff teaches wherein the server is communicatively coupled to a first 
network and a second network, wherein the first network is a wireless communication network 
and the second network is different from the first network and is a public network (see figure 1). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Shanahan in view of Kamada to include wherein the server is 
communicatively coupled to a first network and a second network, wherein the first network is a 
wireless communication network and the second network is different from the first network and 
is a public network as taught by Lehaff for the purpose of providing effective access. 
However, Kamada as modified by Shanahan and further modified by Lehaff does not specifically 
teach Account status. 

In analogous art, Paakkonen teaches that account status is well known in the art (see 
paragraph 0028). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Kamada as modified by Shanahan and further modified by 
Lehaff to include account status for the purpose of establishing subscription or registration 
information as taught by Paakkonen 

Consider claim 25 and as applied to the method of claim 24, Shanahan teaches the claimed 
invention except further comprising authenticating a user associated with the network enabled 
device prior to establishing the first session. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/7 18,861 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2617 

However, in analogous art Kamada as modified by Lehaff and further modified by 
Paakkonen teaches authenticating a user associated with the wireless communication device 
prior to establishing the first session (i.e., see figure 9 and paragraph 0085). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Shanahan to include authenticating a user associated with the 
wireless communication device for the purpose of security and providing and providing a 
dedicated storage area as taught by Kamada as modified by Lehaff and further modified by 
Paakkonen (i.e., see at least paragraphs 0083 and 0085). 

Consider claim 26 and as applied to the method of claim 25, Shanahan teaches the claimed 
invention except further comprising obtaining profile information associated with the 
authenticated user, the profile information comprising identification of a discrete portion of the 
data storage area reserved for the authenticated user. 

In analogous art, Kamada as modified by Lehaff and further modified by Paakkonen 
teaches the profile information comprising identification of a discrete portion of the data storage 
area reserved for the authenticated user (i.e., see at least paragraphs 0076 and 0077 and 0081. the 
profile information is necessary to correlate the dedicated storage area to a particular user 
wireless device.) 

Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Shanahan to include a reserved data storage area for the 
wireless communication device for the purpose of improving upon the limited storage capacity 
as taught by Kamada as modified by Lehaff and further modified by Paakkonen in paragraph 
0001. 
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Consider claim 27 and as applied to the method of claim 24, Shanahan teaches the claimed 
invention except further comprising authenticating a user associated with the network enabled 
device prior to establishing the second session. 

However, in analogous art Kamada as modified by Lehaff and further modified by 
Paakkonen teaches authenticating a user associated with the wireless communication device 
prior to establishing the second session (i.e., user must authenticate each 1 st 2 nd ' 3 rd time etc. 
to access information dedicated to the device see figure 9 and paragraph 0085). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Shanahan to include authenticating a user associated with the 
wireless communication device for the purpose of security and providing and providing a 
dedicated storage area as taught by Kamada as modified by Lehaff and further modified by 
Paakkonen (i.e., see at least paragraphs 0083 and 0085). 

Consider claim 28 and as applied to the method of claim 27, Shanahan teaches the 
claimed invention except further comprising obtaining profile information associated with the 
authenticated user, the profile information comprising an identification of a discrete portion of 
the data storage area reserved for the authenticated user. 

In the same field of endeavor, Kamada as modified by Lehaff and further modified by 
Paakkonen teaches authenticating a user associated with the wireless communication device (i.e., 
see figure 9 and paragraph 0085); obtaining profile information for the wireless 
communication device, the profile information comprising identification information for a 
portion of a server hosted data storage area associated with the wireless communication device 
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(i.e., see at least paragraphs 0076 and 0077 and 0081. the profile information is necessary to 
correlate the dedicated storage area to a particular user wireless device.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Shanahan to include authenticating a user associated with the 
wireless communication device for the purpose of security and providing and providing a 
dedicated storage area as taught by Kamada as modified by Lehaff and further modified by 
Paakkonen (i.e., see at least paragraphs 0083 and 0085). 

Conclusion 

5 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHARLES SHEDRICK whose telephone number is (571)272- 
8621 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8:00AM-4:30PM. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/7 18,861 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2617 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on (571)-272-7922. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Charles Shedrick/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



/Lester Kincaid/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



